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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
De Leo et al., referred to as the reference, in view of US 2002/0104782 to DeWitt et al. 
The reference discloses a plurality of input feeding devices (F 1( F 2 ) each randomly 
receiving product from a stream of product; a plurality of output groups (W a , W b ) each 
having a plurality of output bins; and a control system having a mode (Fig. 1a) which 
constrains the input feeding devices to (i) feeding non-rejected product to output bins of 
assigned output groups of the plurality of output groups associated with a corresponding 
one of the plurality of input feeding devices (col 3, lines 10+; col 5, lines 10+). De Leo 
does not disclose (ii) feeding rejected product to at least one output bin of the plurality of 
output bins in a single group accessible to any of the plurality of input feeders. De Witt 
discloses (ii) feeding rejected product to at least one output bin (250) of the plurality of 
output bins in a single group accessible to any of the plurality of input feeders (460) for 
the purpose of separating items which have been misread or partially read from those 
that have been properly processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, feeding rejected product to at 
least one output bin (250) of the plurality of output bins in a single group accessible to 
any of the plurality of input feeders, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating 
items which have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly 
processed (para 105). 

3. With regards to claim 2, DeWitt further discloses each of the plurality of input 
feeding devices (460) directs the rejected product from the stream of product to the at 
least one output bin (250) in the single group based on at least one of misreading or 
non-reading of a code associated with the rejected product and an operator or machine 
error (para 105), for the purpose of separating items which have been misread or 
partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, each of the plurality of input 
feeding devices (460) directs the rejected product from the stream of product to the at 
least one output bin (250) in the single group based on at least one of misreading or 
non-reading of a code associated with the rejected product and an operator or machine 
error, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

4. With regards to claim 3, the reference further discloses a number of the plurality 
of input feeding devices equals a number of the plurality of output groups (col. 3, lines 
10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 
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5. With regards to claim 4, DeWitt further discloses the at least one output bin is a 
single reject output bin (250). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, the at least one output bin is a 
single reject output bin (250), as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items 
which have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly 
processed (para 105). 

6. With regards to claim 5, the combination of references further inherently 
discloses the single reject output bin increases a capacity of processing points for 
sequencing the product during a second pass phase in the plurality of output groups. A 
reject bin inherently increases the capacity of the apparatus, as undeliverable mail is 
removed from the system, thus freeing up capacity. 

7. With regards to claim 6, DeWitt further discloses the single reject output bin is 
provided in a separate output group from the plurality of output groups (para 98 lines 
13-14). The reject bin (250) is a separate entity from the stacker (300) and therefore 
the reject bin is inherently in a separate output group. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, the single reject output bin is 
provided in a separate output group from the plurality of output groups, as taught by 
DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which have been misread or partially read 
from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 
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8. With regards to claim 7, the reference further discloses the control system 
assigns each input feeding 4 device to a respective one of the assigned output groups 
of the plurality of output group for feeding the non-rejected product during a second 
pass phase (Fig. 1b; col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

9. With regards to claim 8, the reference further discloses the control system 
constrains each input feeding device to the at least one output bin for feeding the 
rejected product during the second pass phase (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

10. With regards to claim 9, the reference further discloses the control system 
assigns each of the assigned output groups to a designated number of routes (col. 3, 
lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

1 1 . With regards to claim 1 0, the reference further discloses the plurality of input 
feeding devices is at least two input feeding devices (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

12. With regards to claim 1 1 , the reference further discloses the plurality of input 
feeding devices is four input feeding devices and the plurality of output groups is equal 
to a number of the plurality of input feeding devices (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

13. With regards to claim 12, the reference further discloses the control system 
provides the plurality of input feeding devices access to all of the plurality of output 
groups during a first pass phase of sorting the products (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 
10+). 

14. With regards to claim 13, the reference further discloses the plurality of input 
feeding devices is equal to a number of the plurality of output groups (col. 3, lines 10+; 
col. 5, lines 10+). 
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15. With regards to claim 14, the reference further discloses the product is mail 
pieces (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

1 6. With regards to claim 1 5, the reference further discloses providing a plurality of 
product from a stream of product to any of a plurality of input devices, feeding, in a first 
pass phase, each product of the plurality of product to output bins based on a code 
associated with each product of the plurality of product; assigning each input device of 
the plurality of input devices to a specific output group of the plurality of output groups 
for a second pass phase; feeding, in the second pass phase, non-rejected product of 
the plurality of product to the output bins of the specific output group assigned to the 
each input device which is feeding the non-rejected product (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, 
lines 10+). De Leo does not disclose feeding rejected product of the plurality of product 
to an output bin common and accessible to any of the input devices. DeWitt discloses 
feeding rejected product of the plurality of product to an output bin (250) common and 
accessible to any of the input devices (260 and para 105) for the purpose of separating 
items which have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly 
processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, feeding rejected product of the 
plurality of product to an output bin (250) common and accessible to any of the input 
devices, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 
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1 7. With regards to claim 16, DeWitt further discloses the rejected product is based 
on one of a misreading or non-reading of a code associated with the rejected product 
and an operator error (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, the rejected product is based 
on one of a misreading or non-reading of a code associated with the rejected product 
and an operator error, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which 
have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 
105). 

18. With regards to claim 1 7, DeWitt further discloses the rejected products are fed 
by each input device of the plurality of input devices (460) to the commonly accessible 
output bin (250 and para 105) for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, the rejected products are fed 
by each input device of the plurality of input devices (460) to the commonly accessible 
output bin, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

1 9. With regards to claim 1 8, the reference further discloses the step of determining 
whether the product is going through a first pass phase or a second pass phase and 
adjusting a control system between a first mode of operation and a second mode of 
operation, respectively (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 
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20. With regards to claim 19, DeWitt further discloses the commonly accessible 
output bin (250) is one of the output bins (250, 300) of the specific output group and the 
any of the input devices are all of the input devices for the purpose of separating items 
which have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly 
processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, the commonly accessible 
output bin (250) is one of the output bins (250, 300) of the specific output group and the 
any of the input devices are all of the input devices, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose 
of separating items which have been misread or partially read from those that have 
been properly processed (para 105). 

21 . With regards to claim 20, the reference further discloses the product is mail 
pieces (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

22. With regards to claim 21 , the reference further discloses means for providing a 
plurality of product from a stream of product; means for feeding each product of the 
plurality of product to output bins based on a code in a first pass phase and second 
pass phase; means for assigning each feeding means to a specific output group of the 
plurality of output groups for the second pass phase; means for constraining, in the 
second pass phase, non-rejected product of the plurality of product to the output bins of 
the specific output group assigned to the each feeding means which is feeding the non- 
rejected product (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). De Leo does not disclose means 
for permitting rejected product of the plurality of product to an output bin common and 
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accessible to any of the feeding means. DeWitt discloses disclose means for permitting 
rejected product of the plurality of product to an output bin (250) common and 
accessible to any of the feeding means (460 and para 1 05) for the purpose of 
separating items which have been misread or partially read from those that have been 
properly processed (para 1 05). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, means for permitting rejected 
product of the plurality of product to an output bin (250) common and accessible to any 
of the feeding means, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which 
have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 
105). 

23. With regards to claim 22, the reference further discloses at least the means for 
constraining and the means for permitting is a control system operable in a first mode of 
operation and a second mode of operation (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

24. With regards to claim 23, the reference further discloses the product is mail 
pieces (col. 3, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 10+). 

25. Claims 1 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walach, referred to below as the reference, in view of US 2002/0104782 to DeWitt et al. 
The reference discloses a plurality of input feeding devices (P) each randomly receiving 
product from a stream of product; a plurality of output groups (N) each having a plurality 
of output bins; and a control system having a mode (120) which constrains the input 
feeding devices to (i) feeding non-rejected product to output bins of assigned output 
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groups of the plurality of output groups associated with a corresponding one of the 
plurality of input feeding devices (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 
Walach does not disclose (ii) feeding rejected product to at least one output bin of the 
plurality of output bins in a single group accessible to any of the plurality of input 
feeders. De Witt discloses (ii) feeding rejected product to at least one output bin (250) 
of the plurality of output bins in a single group accessible to any of the plurality of input 
feeders (460) for the purpose of separating items which have been misread or partially 
read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified Walach to include, feeding rejected product to at 
least one output bin (250) of the plurality of output bins in a single group accessible to 
any of the plurality of input feeders, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating 
items which have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly 
processed (para 105). 

26. With regards to claim 2, DeWitt further discloses each of the plurality of input 
feeding devices (460) directs the rejected product from the stream of product to the at 
least one output bin (250) in the single group based on at least one of misreading or 
non-reading of a code associated with the rejected product and an operator or machine 
error (para 105), for the purpose of separating items which have been misread or 
partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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applicant's invention to have modified Walach to include, each of the plurality of input 
feeding devices (460) directs the rejected product from the stream of product to the at 
least one output bin (250) in the single group based on at least one of misreading or 
non-reading of a code associated with the rejected product and an operator or machine 
error, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

27. With regards to claim 3, the reference further discloses a number of the plurality 
of input feeding devices equals a number of the plurality of output groups (col. 3, lines 
46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 

28. With regards to claim 4, DeWitt further discloses the at least one output bin is a 
single reject output bin (250). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified Walach to include, the at least one output bin is a 
single reject output bin (250), as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items 
which have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly 
processed (para 1 05). 

29. With regards to claim 5, the combination of references further inherently 
discloses the single reject output bin increases a capacity of processing points for 
sequencing the product during a second pass phase in the plurality of output groups. A 
reject bin inherently increases the capacity of the apparatus, as undeliverable mail is 
removed from the system, thus freeing up capacity. 
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30. With regards to claim 6, DeWitt further discloses the single reject output bin is 
provided in a separate output group from the plurality of output groups (para 98 lines 
13-14). The reject bin (250) is a separate entity from the stacker (300) and therefore 
the reject bin is inherently in a separate output group. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified Walach to include, the single reject output bin is 
provided in a separate output group from the plurality of output groups, as taught by 
DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which have been misread or partially read 
from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

31 . With regards to claim 7, the reference further discloses the control system 
assigns each input feeding device to a respective one of the assigned output groups of 
the plurality of output group for feeding the non-rejected product during a second pass 
phase (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 

32. With regards to claim 8, the reference further discloses the control system 
constrains each input feeding device to the at least one output bin for feeding the 
rejected product during the second pass phase (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 
5, lines 38+). 

33. With regards to claim 9, the reference further discloses the control system 
assigns each of the assigned output groups to a designated number of routes (col. 3, 
lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 
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34. With regards to claim 10, the reference further discloses the plurality of input 
feeding devices is at least two input feeding devices (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; 
col. 5, lines 38+). 

35. With regards to claim 1 1 , the reference further discloses the plurality of input 
feeding devices is four input feeding devices and the plurality of output groups is equal 
to a number of the plurality of input feeding devices (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; 
col. 5, lines 38+). 

36. With regards to claim 12, the reference further discloses the control system 
provides the plurality of input feeding devices access to all of the plurality of output 
groups during a first pass phase of sorting the products (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 
10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 

37. With regards to claim 1 3, the reference further discloses the plurality of input 
feeding devices is equal to a number of the plurality of output groups (col. 3, lines 46+; 
col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 

38. With regards to claim 14, the reference further discloses the product is mail 
pieces (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 

39. With regards to claim 15, the reference further discloses providing a plurality of 
product from a stream of product to any of a plurality of input devices, feeding, in a first 
pass phase (120), each product of the plurality of product to output bins based on a 
code associated with each product of the plurality of product; assigning each input 
device of the plurality of input devices to a specific output group of the plurality of output 
groups for a second pass phase (130); feeding, in the second pass phase, non-rejected 
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product of the plurality of product to the output bins of the specific output group 
assigned to the each input device which is feeding the non-rejected product; and 
feeding, (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). Walach does not disclose 
feeding rejected product of the plurality of product to an output bin common and 
accessible to any of the input devices. DeWitt discloses feeding rejected product of the 
plurality of product to an output bin (250) common and accessible to any of the input 
devices (260 and para 105) for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified Walach to include, feeding rejected product of the 
plurality of product to an output bin (250) common and accessible to any of the input 
devices, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 
40. With regards to claim 16, DeWitt further discloses the rejected product is based 
on one of a misreading or non-reading of a code associated with the rejected product 
and an operator error (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified Walach to include, the rejected product is based 
on one of a misreading or non-reading of a code associated with the rejected product 
and an operator error, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which 
have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 
105). 
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41 . With regards to claim 1 7, DeWitt further discloses the rejected products are fed 
by each input device of the plurality of input devices (460) to the commonly accessible 
output bin (250 and para 105) for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified Walach to include, the rejected products are fed 
by each input device of the plurality of input devices (460) to the commonly accessible 
output bin, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which have been 
misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 105). 

42. With regards to claim 1 8, the reference further discloses the step of determining 
whether the product is going through a first pass phase (120) or a second pass phase 
(130) and adjusting a control system between a first mode of operation and a second 
mode of operation, respectively (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 

43. With regards to claim 1 9, DeWitt further discloses the commonly accessible 
output bin (250) is one of the output bins (250, 300) of the specific output group and the 
any of the input devices are all of the input devices for the purpose of separating items 
which have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly 
processed (para 105). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified Walach to include, the commonly accessible 
output bin (250) is one of the output bins (250, 300) of the specific output group and the 
any of the input devices are all of the input devices, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose 
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of separating items which have been misread or partially read from those that have 
been properly processed (para 105). 

44. With regards to claim 20, the reference further discloses the product is mail 
pieces (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 

45. With regards to claim 21 , the reference further discloses means for providing a 
plurality of product from a stream of product; means for feeding each product of the 
plurality of product to output bins based on a code in a first pass phase (120) and 
second pass phase; means for assigning each feeding means to a specific output group 
of the plurality of output groups for the second pass phase; means for constraining, in 
the second pass phase (130), non-rejected product of the plurality of product to the 
output bins of the specific output group assigned to the each feeding means which is 
feeding the non-rejected product; and means for permitting, in the second pass phase 
(130 and col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). Walach does not disclose 
means for permitting rejected product of the plurality of product to an output bin 
common and accessible to any of the feeding means. DeWitt discloses disclose means 
for permitting rejected product of the plurality of product to an output bin (250) common 
and accessible to any of the feeding means (460 and para 105) for the purpose of 
separating items which have been misread or partially read from those that have been 
properly processed (para 1 05). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified De Leo to include, means for permitting rejected 
product of the plurality of product to an output bin (250) common and accessible to any 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,940 Page 17 

Art Unit: 3653 

of the feeding means, as taught by DeWitt, for the purpose of separating items which 
have been misread or partially read from those that have been properly processed (para 
105). 

46. With regards to claim 22, the reference further discloses at least the means for 
constraining and the means for permitting is a control system operable in a first mode of 
operation and a second mode of operation (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, 
lines 38+). 

47. With regards to claim 23, the reference further discloses the product is mail 
pieces (col. 3, lines 46+; col. 4, lines 10+; col. 5, lines 38+). 

Response to Arguments 

48. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/1 7/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Regarding both DeLeo and Walach in view of DeWitt applicant stated 
that the primary references teach away from the claimed invention due to the confined 
nature of the relationship between the inputs and output groups and that the 
combination with DeWitt would result in what is known in the art but not the claimed 
invention. Further, regarding DeWitt, applicant has stated that drop chutes are not input 
feeding devices. Examiner disagrees and maintains that drop chutes provide a means 
for inputting an object into the system and therefore do constitute input feeding devices. 
Therefore DeWitt does show multiple inputs in communication with a single reject bin. 
Thus the combination of DeLeo or Walach with DeWitt would result in the claimed 
invention. Rather than teaching away from the claimed invention DeLeo and Walach 
are simply silent regarding how to handle rejected items. Modification in view of DeWitt 
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provides the advantage of the capability to handle rejected items. Applicant also stated 
that Walach does not disclose a stream of product. Examiner maintains that Walach 
inherently discloses a stream of product (c9 lines 33-35). 

Conclusion 

49. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Hageman whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3027. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach. the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Mackey can be reached on (571 ) 272-6916. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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